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THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 
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Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Objections 

Claim 14 is objected to because of the following informalities: the claim is a dependant claim 
based on a system claim and it is claiming a method. It is assumed that this is a simple typographical 
error and for examination, purposes will be considered to be claiming a system. Appropriate correction is 
required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for 
the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1-4, 6, 9-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Reintjes et al. 
(U.S. Publication Number 2002/0067854 A1). 

1. A method for processing form input data comprising: 

Reintjes discloses a method, which processes form input data 

capturing user stroke data relating to strokes made by a user with a pointing device; 
by capturing pen stroke data as an untrained user fills out a form. (pg. 1, % 10, In. 12-13) 
processing the strokes in order to determine form identification data; 
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The sequence and location of the raw pen-stroke data is analyzed to determine which form was 
filled out (pg. 1,U 10, In. 2-11). 

retrieving a form template using the form identification data; 

The resulting data is then analyzed to determine the identity of the form that was filled out by the 
user. (pg. 1,% 10, In. 23-25). 

processing the form input data using the form template and the user stroke. 

The form input data is. then processed and superimposed on stored on form template images for 
display (pg. 1, U 10, In. 29-31). 

2. The method of claim 1 wherein the pointing instrument is a digital pen and strokes are 
provided by the user writing on a paper form. 

Reintjes discloses a method, which uses an electronic pen (8) in its preferred embodiment (pg. 1, 
U 10, In. 25-26). 

3. The method of claim 2 further comprising: 

processing a predetermined portion of the stroke data to determine the form identification 
data. 

Reintjes discloses a method, which utilizes predetermined rules associated with the stroke data to 
identify the form (pg. 3, % 34,36,38,40). 



4. The method of claim 2 wherein: 
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processing stroke data that satisfies predetermined criteria to determine the form 
identification data. 

Reintjes discloses a method, which utilizes predetermined rules associated with the stroke data to 
identify the form (pg. 3, % 34,36,38,40). 

6. The method of claim 3 wherein: 

the pre-determined portion of the stroke data is related to a pre-determined physical 
portion of the form. 

Reintjes discloses a method, which utilizes predetermined rules specifically the Geographical Selection 
Rule associated with the stroke data to identify the form (pg. 3, U 34). 

9. A system for composing a facsimile comprising: 
a processor; 

Reintjes discloses a system, which is embodied on a computing device and by definition has a 
processor, 

a storage device connected to the processor; 
a storage device connected to the processor 
the storage device storing a logic program; 



and a logic program on the storage device, 
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the processor operative with the logic program to perform: 
which when executed 

capturing user stroke data relating to strokes made by a user with a pointing device; 

processes form input data by capturing pen stroke data as an untrained user fills out a form. (pg. 
1,U 10, In. 12-13) 

processing the strokes in order to determine form identification data; 

The sequence and location of the raw pen-stroke data is analyzed to determine which form was 
filled out (pg. 1,11. 10, In. 2-11). 

retrieving a form template using the form identification data; 

The resulting data is then analyzed to determine the identity of the form that was filled out by the 
user. (pg. 1, ft 10, In. 23-25). 

and processing the form input data using the form template and the user stroke. 

The form input data is then processed and superimposed on stored on form template images for 
display (pg. 1,ft 10, In. 29-31). 

10. The system of claim 9 wherein the pointing instrument is a digital pen and strokes are 
provided by the user writing on a paper form. 
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Reintjes discloses a system, which uses an electronic pen (8) in its preferred embodiment (pg. 1, 
fl. 10, In. 25-26). 

11. The system of claim 10 further comprising the processor operative with the logic 
program to perform: 

processing a pre-defermined portion of the stroke data to determine the form identification 
data. 

Reintjes discloses a system, which utilizes predetermined rules associated with the stroke data to 
identify the form (pg. 3, % 34,36,38,40). 

12. The system of claim 10 further comprising the processor operative with the logic 
program to perform: 

processing stroke data that satisfies predetermined criteria to determine the form 
identification data. 

Reintjes discloses a system, which utilizes predetermined rules associated with the stroke data to 
identify the form (pg. 3, % 34,36,38,40). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
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the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 5, 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Reintjes et al. (U.S. 
Publication Number 2002/0067854 A1) as applied to claims 1-4, 6, and 9-12 above, and in view of Lowitz 
(US Patent Number 3,273,123). 

5. The method of claim 4 wherein: 

the pre-determined criteria includes font criteria. 

Reintjes discloses a method, which using input data identifies which form is being filled out using 
pre-determined criteria, Reintjes however does not disclose font information as being part of that criteria. 
Lowitz discloses a character recognition method, which utilizes the fact that for certain fonts or styles of 
characters there is a minimum number of scanning strokes of predetermined configuration which, if 
properly positioned over the characters, may be used to develop sufficient in formation to adequately 
identify the characters (col. 2, 1. 37-41). It would have been obvious, at the time the invention was made, 
to one of ordinary skill in the art to utilize Reintjes's form identification method with Lowitz's character 
recognition method in order to more accurately identify the form being written on, or more accurately 
identify the user, or to allow for one more quantifiable difference between forms, because knowing the 
type of font being used is necessary to better recognize the characters being written. 

13. The system of claim 12 wherein: 

the pre-determined criteria includes font criteria. 

Reintjes discloses a system, which using input data identifies which form is being filled out using 
pre-determined criteria, Reintjes however does not disclose font information as being part of that criteria. 
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Lowitz discloses a character recognition system, which utilizes the fact that for certain fonts or styles of 
characters there is a minimum number of scanning strokes of predetermined configuration which, if 
properly positioned over the characters, may be used to develop sufficient in formation to adequately 
identify the characters (col. 2, 1. 37-41). It would have been obvious, at the time the invention was made, 
to one of ordinary skill in the art to utilize Reintjes's form identification system with Lowitz's character 
recognition system in order to more accurately identify the form being written on, or more accurately 
identify the user, or to allow for one more quantifiable difference between forms, because knowing the 
type of font being used is necessary to better recognize the characters being written. 

5. Claims 7-8, 14-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Reintjes et al. 
(U.S. Publication Number 2002/0067854 A1) as applied to claims 1-4, 6, and 9-12 above, and in view of 
Close (US Patent Number 1,684,756). 

7. The method of claim 2 wherein the form identification data includes a form serial 
number printed on the form. 

Reintjes discloses a method, which using input data identifies which form is being filled out using 
pre-determined criteria, Reintjes however does not disclose serial numbers being printed on the forms. 
Close discloses paper forms that have serial numbers printed on them (pg. 3, col. 1, 1. 45-55). It would 
have been obvious at the time the invention was made to one of ordinary skill in the art to utilize 
Reintjes's form identification method with Close's serial numbered paper forms in order to more 
accurately identify the form being written on, or more accurately identify the user, or to allow for one 
more quantifiable difference between forms. Further, the use of serial numbers to identify a particular 
type of form or user has been in use for many decades as shown by Close. 
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8. The method of claim 7 wherein the form serial number printed on the form includes a 
dashed font 

Reintjes discloses a method, which using input data identifies which form is being filled out using 
pre-determined criteria, Reintjes however does not disclose serial numbers being printed on the forms. 
Close discloses paper forms that have serial numbers printed on them (pg. 3, col. 1, I. 15-25). Official 
Notice is being taken that it is old and well known in the art to dash a character to indicate that it is to be 
traced (MPEP 2144.03). It would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to utilize Reintjes's form identification method with Close's serial numbered paper 
forms with the obvious addition of making the serial number on the forms a dashed font in order to 
indicate what should be traced over by the user. 

14. The method of claim 11 wherein: 

the pre-determined portion of the stroke data is related to a pre-determined physical 
portion of the form; 

and the form identification data includes a form serial number printed on the form. 

Reintjes discloses a system, which using input data identifies which form is being filled out using 
pre-determined criteria, Reintjes however does not disclose serial numbers being printed on the forms. 
Close discloses paper forms that have serial numbers printed on them (pg. 3, col. 1, 1. 45-55). It would 
have been obvious at the time the invention was made to one of ordinary skill in the art to utilize 
Reintjes's form identification system with Close's serial numbered paper forms in order to more 
accurately identify the form being written on, or more accurately identify the user, or to allow for one 
more quantifiable difference between forms. Further, the use of serial numbers to identify a particular 
type of form or user has been in use for many decades as shown by Close. 
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15. The system of claim 14 wherein-the form serial number printed on the form includes a 
dashed font 

Reintjes discloses a system, which using input data identifies which form is being filled out using 
pre-determined criteria, Reintjes however does not disclose serial numbers being printed on the forms. 
Close discloses paper forms that have serial numbers printed on them (pg. 3, col. 1, I. 15-25). Official 
Notice is being taken that it is old and well known in the art to dash a character to indicate that it is to be 
traced (MPEP 2144.03). It would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to utilize Reintjes's form identification system with Close's serial numbered paper 
forms with the obvious addition of making the serial number on the forms a dashed font in order to 
indicate what should be traced over by the user. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to the applicant's 
disclosure. Rom (U.S. Publication Number 20020146170 A1) discloses a form identification system 
which uses the spatial relationship of the input data to identify the form. Carini et al. (U.S. Patent 
Number 6,456,740) discloses a system and method for identifying form types in a handwriting 
recognition system. Clary et al. (U.S. Patent Number 6,259,043) discloses a method and system for real 
time digitization of handwritten text using a digital pen and pad. Crooks et al. (U.S. Patent Number 
5,587,560) discloses a portable handwriting capture device. Comerford et al. (U.S. Patent Number 
5,243,149) discloses a method and apparatus for improving the paper interface to computing systems. 
Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should 
be directed to Jonathan C. Schaffer whose telephone number is (571)272-0603. The examiner can 
normally be reached on 7:30am - 4:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Joseph Mancuso can be reached on (571)272-7695. The fax phone number for the organization where 
this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained from 
either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) 
at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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